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certain amount of money and the second intent of putting a
ceil1np: at all I believe is to limit or at least d1sclose the
areas of influence through whic!i larp;e financial contributions
we sav result' in and tnat si'ould have some relevancy to the
c ci l i n p a l s o . .';o:;.e ;.ay tiiat a candidate ha= compromised if
! :e acqu i r e s o r spe n d s .".l' ,0"', in a pubernatorial campaign, do

s ay t ! ia t h e ' : -, compromised i f l . e s ol i c i t s $50 , 0 00 ? H o w d o
i;.e Co about that, either philo=ophically or practically?

SE!!ATOR FELL:A!!: I don' t--Senator Cavanaugh, this b111 1s
riding alongside and was bracketed along with Senator Warner's
bill that prov1des, Senator Warner's bill goes way deeper in
the area of reportinf campaign contributions, where they' re
from, who gave them anc! where t!iey go to. This 1s merely an
attempt to put a lid on the total aicount of' dollar- tnat can
be spent and it takes the lower figures in the last election
in which one candidate for Governoz' was able to beat another
candidate, an encumbent Governor, and therefor ' f somebody
would say that ti;is is strictly an encumtent's ! 111, this isn' t
what we proved in tne last election. These figures would not
be are not constitutionally set. They could be amended at
any session of the Legislature. Poss1bly a $25,000 figure for
the Governor's race in the pr1mary and $50,000 in the general
election or a total of $75,000, possibly that's too low but
it has to be a low enough figure so that this vast expenditure
of money is stopped. Unless you buy the idea that anybody with
enough money should be able to come in and buy an election.

SENATOR CAVANAUGH: Well, what I'm getting at, Senator Fellman,
is that I don't believe that this Legislature today is in the
position from a factual or an educated history of the members
of this body to properly assess the s1tuation of what is a
proper figure. I certainly don't feel, I feel that these
figures here are meaningless, particularly for example — the
Governor's figure I feel is meaningless in any relevan cy either
to the necessity for an adequate campaign for an 1ndividual to
run for Governor, I don't think that was even explored in this
situation, that you grabbed the formula that somehow seemed
reasonable in the area of $25,000. If you' re talking about
a legislative race, I believe your ce1ling would be somewhere
around $9,000. Would that be correct?

SENATOR FELLNANi That's correct, but let me show you the figures
that were spent on the general election in the Governor's race
in 1970. Now under this pz'esent, under this bill as proposed
the Governor would be, the candidate for Governor would be able
to spend $50,000 plus the Lieutenant Governor's salary, or twice
the Lieutenant Governor's salary which is e1ther what — $8,000
or $9,000.

PRESIDENT: $7500.

SENATOR FELLNAN: $15,000 then would be added. There would be
a total expenditure of $65,000 available to the Governor. The
C1tisens Comm1ttee for Exon in the genez'al election of 1970
spent $29,000, the re-elect Tiemann for Governor Committee
spent $108,000. !!ow this lim1tation of $75,000 gentlemen, it
seems to me is not at all unreal1stic. When the Exon Committee
spent $29,000 and the Tiemann Comm1ttee spent $108,000 and
we' re talking about a bill that will limit spending to $75,000
or $65,000, we' re halfway between those two figures and I don' t
think that's an unrealistic limit. I would agree that the
limit is very h1gh in the legislative race.

SENATOR CAVANAUGH: Okay, well, I think I' ll have to conclude
Senator Fellman by saying basically I agree with your bill. I
agree that there is a great need for th1s type of legislation
but I don't feel that the approach that we' ve taken here and
that the time that we' ve expended here and that the nature in
which we' ve 'gone about producing th1s leg1slation is adequate
to the purposes that we' re attempting to achieve. I am not in


